AGENDA FOR THE
REGULAR COUNCIL MEETING OF
TUESDAY, JANUARY 15, 2002 AT 10:00 A.M.
TABLE OF CONTENTS

NON-AGENDA PUBLIC COMMENT
COUNCIL, CITY ATTORNEY, CITY MANAGER COMMENT
REQUEST FOR CONTINUANCE

ADOPTION AGENDA, HEARINGS
NOTICED HEARINGS

ITEM-330: LaJdollaMobil Carwash. . ..........c i i 3
ITEM-331: Ocean Beach Cottage Emerging Historical District - Phasell. ......... 5
ITEM-332: Parcel Map and Unnamed Alley Vacation. ........................ 8
ITEM-333: TorreyView EStates. ...t 10

ITEM-334: Amendment to the City of San Diego Non-Disposal Facility Element. . 13

ITEM-335: Supplemental Multifamily Housing Revenue Bonds to Complete
Construction of Hollywood Palms Apartments. ................... 15

ITEM-336: Two actionsrelated to Issuance of Multifamily Revenue Bonds for Two
Projects Within New Planning Sub-Areas of the North City. ......... 15

ADOPTION AGENDA, HEARINGS
SPECIAL HEARINGS

ITEM-337: Use of Low-Income Housing Capital Outlay Funds for Site Repairs. . . . 16



AGENDA FOR THE
REGULAR COUNCIL MEETING OF
TUESDAY, JANUARY 15, 2002 AT 10:00 A.M.
CITY ADMINISTRATION BUILDING
COUNCIL CHAMBERS- 12TH FLOOR
202" C" STREET
SAN DIEGO, CA 92101

NOTE: The public portion of the meeting will begin at 10:00 a.m. The City Council
will meet in Closed Session thismorning from 9:00 a.m. - 10:00 a.m. Copies of the Closed
Session agenda ar e availablein the Office of the City Clerk.

OTHER LEGISLATIVE MEETINGS

The SAN DIEGO HOUSING AUTHORITY is scheduled to meet today in the Council
Chambers. A separate agendais published for it, and is available in the Office of the City Clerk.
For more information, please contact the Housing Authority Secretary at (619) 578-7540.

ITEM-300: ROLL CALL.

NON-AGENDA PUBLIC COMMENT

This portion of the agenda provides an opportunity for members of the public to address the
Council on items of interest within the jurisdiction of the Council. (Comments relating to items
on today's docket are to be taken at the time the item is heard.)

Time allotted to each speaker is determined by the Chair, however, comments are limited to no
more than three (3) minutes total per subject regardless of the number of those wishing to
speak. Submit requests to speak to the City Clerk prior to the start of the meeting. Pursuant to
the Brown Act, no discussion or action, other than areferral, shall be taken by Council on any
issue brought forth under "Non-Agenda Public Comment."

COUNCIL,CITY ATTORNEY, CITY MANAGER COMMENT

REQUEST FOR CONTINUANCE
The Council will now consider requests to continue specific items.




ADOPTION AGENDA, HEARINGS
NOTICED HEARINGS:

ITEM-330: LaJollaMobhil Carwash.

Matter of the appeal by the La Jolla Shores Association from the decision of the
Planning Commission in approving the request for a Coastal Development Permit
and Site Development Permit No. 41-0161 for a 648 square-foot car wash facility
to operate between 7:00 am. and 10:00 p.m. on a0.70 acre site previously
developed with a gasoline service station with a mini-mart and undevel oped pad
for afuture restaurant, located within the *V’ (visitor) zone of the La Jolla Shores
Planned District and addressed as 2204 Torrey Pines Road at the intersection with
La Jolla Shores Drive.

(CDP/SDP-41-0161. LaJollaCommunity Plan Area. District-1.)

CITY MANAGER'SRECOMMENDATION:

Adopt the resolution in Subitem A and adopt the resolution in Subitem B to deny the
appeal and grant the permit:

Subitem-A:  (R-2002- )

Adoption of a Resolution certifying that the information contained in
Environmental Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) LDR No. 41-0161 has
been completed in compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act of
1970 and State guidelines, and that said MND has been reviewed and considered
by the Council and reflects the independent judgment of the City of San Diego as
Lead Agency; stating for the record that the final MND has been reviewed and
considered by the Council prior to approving the project; and adopting the
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting program pursuant to California Public
Resources Code Section 21081.

Subitem-B:  (R-2002- )
Adoption of a Resolution granting or denying the appeal and granting or denying
Coastal Development/Site Development Permit No. 41-0161, amending Coastal
Development and La Jolla Shores Planned District Permit No. 96-0112, with
appropriate findings to support Council action.

OTHER RECOMMENDATIONS:

Planning Commission on November 1, 2001, voted 5 - 1 to approve; was opposition.

Ayes. Stryker, Butler, Anderson, Brown, Garcia



Nays:. Lettieri
Not present: Schultz

The La Jolla Community Planning Association, on September 2001, voted 6-2-2 to
recommend denial of the project.

The following community group has taken a position on the item:

The La Jolla Shores Planned District Advisory Board, on October 16, 2001, voted 4-1, to
approve the project.

CITY MANAGER SUPPORTING INFORMATION:

BACKGROUND

The subject property isa0.70 acre site located on the easterly side of the intersection of La Jolla
Shores Drive and Torrey Pines Road within the V' Visitor use zone of the La Jolla Shores
Planned District which is encompassed by the La Jolla Community Plan. The site had long been
occupied by a gasoline service station and sit-down restaurant prior to being redeveloped in
1997, with a new gasoline service station with no service bays, a new mini-mart facility and a
graded pad for afuture 2,735 square-foot sit-down restaurant. The project site is accessible by
two driveways each from the adjoining streets. Ardath Lane is a paper street adjoining the east
property line with no physical connections to either Torrey Pines Road or La Jolla Shores Drive.
Portions of this dedicated right-of-way are utilized for parking and on-site circulation. The
existing development provides parking in excess of the minimum required for the gasoline
station and future restaurant and free parking within the La Jolla Shores Drive right-of-way and
on Ardath Lane. The site was fully landscaped and is being properly maintained by the
permittees.

DISCUSSION

Community Plan Context - The La Jolla Shores Precise Plan, in the * Shores Center and Other
Commercial Development’ section, specifies that the subject 0.70 acre site, “ . . . continue to
serve the community’ s auto-visitor oriented commercial needs.” The La Jolla Shores Planned
District Ordinance specifically permits a gasoline service station on this one particular sitein
addition to any other permitted uses of the Visitor V'’ zone.

Project Analysis - The permittees propose to add an automated carwash facility to the project
site which will be 648 square-feet in size, 22-feet in height, and having a stucco finish with
precast concrete door trim and a simulated stone finish. Roofing will be concrete roof tiles. The
addition of the carwash will displace 1,085 square-feet of existing landscaping to be replaced by
1,115 square-feet of new landscaping. The carwash will be located on the southeastern portion
of the lot with access from the gasoline pump area by driveway between the mini-mart and
restaurant pad to the carwash entry behind the mini-mart area. The most easterly existing
driveway on Torrey Pines Road will be converted from an entry/exit driveway to an exit only for



the carwash patrons.

Impacts from the carwash facility have been identified for the areas of water quality and noise.
The Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program requires that no water be discharged into the
City’'sstorm drains. The system is designed to reuse 50% of water after filtering out solids and
pollutants and discharge 50% of water used into the sewer system. Captured pollutants and
solids will be collected and discharged at an appropriate waste facility. A noise anaysisfor the
same type of equipment to be used at this site was completed and shows that the facility would
not exceed sound level limits contained in the Municipal Code.

There has been discussion as to whether a carwash isa‘stand alone’ commercial use or an
accessory to the service station and if the carwash is a‘ drive-in/drive thru’ use and not permitted
by the applicable land use regulations. City staff and the City Attorney have found that the
carwash facilities may be separate commercia uses offering full service car washes and auto
detailing services or as an accessory use to a gasoline service station where discounted car
washes are offered based on gasoline sales and the washes are generally fully automated, self
contained and wash one car at atime. The car wash being proposed would be an accessory use to
the existing gasoline service station. The Visitor V'’ zone has no specific language addressing
drive-ing/drive-thrus while the Commercia Center ‘CC’ zone forbids only drive-in and drive-
thru restaurants only. Again, City staff and the City Attorney are in agreement that the proposed
carwash facility is not adrive-in/drive-thru, which is an option for some forms of restaurants but
isabasic intrinsic feature of a carwash, whether it be full service or fully automated and self
service.

City staff has determined that the proposed addition of the 648 square-foot carwash facility asan
accessory use to the existing gasoline service station, with the consideration of the site design,
circulation and restoration of landscaping, complies with all adopted plans and devel opment
regulations and is therefore recommended for approval.

FISCAL IMPACT:

All costs associated with the processing of this application are recovered from a deposit account
maintained by the applicant.

Ewell/Christiansen/RM K

LEGAL DESCRIPTION:

The project siteislocated at 2204 Torrey Pines Road, at the Torrey Pines Road/La Jolla Shores
Drive intersection, within the La Jolla Community Planning area and is more particularly
described as Lot 1286 of the Pueblo Lands of San Diego.



ADOPTION AGENDA, HEARINGS
NOTICED HEARINGS:

ITEM-331: Ocean Beach Cottage Emerging Historical District - Phase ll.
Matter of the appeal by Andrea Savage, owner of 4976 Muir Avenue, from the
decision of the Historical Resources Board in approving the historical site
designation of property located at 4976 Muir Avenue.

(Ocean Beach Community Plan area. District-2.)

TODAY'SACTION IS

(R-2002- )

A motion either granting or denying the appeal and upholding or overturning the action of
the Historical Resources Board.

CITY MANAGER'SRECOMMENDATION:

Grant the appeal of Andrea Savage and overturn the decision of the Historical Resources
Board in designating the Beach Cottage located at 4976 Muir Avenue in Ocean Beach.

OTHER RECOMMENDATIONS:

Historical Resources Board on July 26, 2001, voted 13-0-0 to approve the building’'s
designation.

Ayes: Riley, Ahern, Bishop, Christenson, Burnett, Furlong, Iseman, McNeely, Lipscomb,
Sewell, Schwarz, Sherr, Sykes
Excused: Delawie, Maone

The Ocean Beach Planning Board and the Ocean Beach Historical Society have been
notified of thisitem and supported the voluntary designations.

CITY MANAGER SUPPORTING INFORMATION:

Background

Thisitem is before the City Council as an appeal of the Historical Resources Board (HRB)
decision of July 26, 2001, to designate the 4976 Muir Avenue Beach Cottage Site as a contributor
historical site within the Ocean Beach Emerging Historical District. The appeal has been
submitted by the owner of the site who no longer wishes to have the designation per the advice of
local real estate professionals. The property islocated at 4976 Muir Avenue, in the Ocean Beach



Community, Council District 2.

San Diego Municipal Code Appeal Reguirements

The San Diego Municipal Code Section 123.0203 provides for appeals to an HRB decision to
designate a site historical within 10 business days following the HRB decision. Said decision
may be appealed by an applicant, owner or interested person. The Code requires that the appeal
be in writing, specifying wherein there was error in the decision of the HRB. The City Council
may reject historical site designation based on:

. Factual errorsin materials or information presented to the HRB.
. Violations of bylaws or hearing procedures.
. Presentation of new information.

Based on the Council’ s evaluation under the above criteria, the City Council may by resolution
affirm, reverse, or modify the determination of the HRB and make written findings in support of
its decision.

Appellant Request

The appellant to the historical site designation of the 4976 Muir Avenue site has submitted an
appeal based on the fact that “the owner no longer desiresto designate this property as historic
at the advice of two real estate professionals. They recommend the new owner apply.”

DISCUSSION

The discussion that follows addresses the appellant’ s information and the staff’ s evaluation of the
appeal. The appeal has not been submitted based on any of the appeal standards established by
the Code. However, the Historical Resources Board (HRB) Policy on Emerging Districts
establishes a voluntary program of designations.

The Ocean Beach Emerging District is made up of 60 properties which have been volunteered for
designation. At the time of the HRB hearing on this item, the owner of the 4976 Muir Avenue
site had in fact volunteered the site, and it was hours after its designation that she decided to
withdraw the site from designation. Had the owner appeared before the Board at the designation
hearing to indicate her desire to withdraw the site, it would not have been designated.

The appeal submitted has not identified any additional information that was not available at the
HRB hearing, other than hearsay information from two real estate professionals who believe that
designation would be detrimental to the property’s marketing. Thisissue is often subject to
divergent opinions, because there are real estate professionals on both sides of theissue. Thereal
outcome depends on what the owner iswilling to do with the property. Anissueidentified by the
owner relates to the perceived limitations on the type of surface material that may be available to
restore the building by future owners. This concern relates to the use of U.S. Secretary of Interior
Standards. These standards are in fact rather flexible and would not require owners to restore



buildings with materials that are no longer available, but may require owners to use similar
materials and colors in any restoration.

Historical Resources Board Designation

At the Historical Resources Board hearing, the site was designated as a historic site by a vote of
13 votesin favor and zero opposed, based on the following factual information:

1 The applicant’s historical report dated June 2001 and prepared by the Ocean Beach
Historical Society.

2. The staff report dated July 2001.
3. A field check of the property.
4. Photographs submitted by both staff and the owner/developer’s historical consultant.

5. Public testimony by representatives of Ocean Beach Planning Board and Historical

Society.
6. Public testimony from other members of the public.
7. All owners were issued notices of the upcoming hearing as required by the Code.

The HRB (13 members) majority voted in support of the designation based on their evaluation of
the above and the lack of opposition from any persons, including the owner of the property in
question.

CONCLUSION

It isthe staff’ s conclusion that the site is an excellent example of Craftsman Beach Cottage
architectural style, built 60 years ago. The building has weathered its age well, and isin good
condition. The Emerging District provisions establishing that only volunteered sites be
considered and designated by the Board during the district’s evolution stage, dictate that the
designation be lifted, since the owner no longer supports designation.

FISCAL IMPACT: None.

Ewell/Goldberg/ALA

ADOPTION AGENDA, HEARINGS
NOTICED HEARINGS:




ITEM-332: Parcel Map and Unnamed Alley Vacation.
(Centre City Community Area. District-2.)

CITY MANAGER'SRECOMMENDATION:

Adopt the following resolution:
(R-2002-782 Cor. Copy)

Approving and accepting Parcel Map 1.D. No. 99-948, being a consolidation of
Olmstead's Subdivision according to map thereof No. 709; Lots 4, 5, and a portion
of Lot 3in Block 16 of Gardner's Addition according to map thereof No. 68;
portions of Lots|, J, K, and L in Block 179 of Horton's Addition made by L. L.
Lockling according to map thereof No. 369; together with those portions of 14th
Street, 15th Street, C Street, Broadway, and the unnamed alley as dedicated to
public use al in the City of San Diego, County of San Diego, State of California
is made in the manner and form prescribed by law and conforms to the
surrounding surveys,

V acating the unnamed alley granted to the City of San Diego per map No. 68,
recorded September 2, 1870, pursuant to section 66445 (j) of the State
Subdivision Map Act.

CITY MANAGER SUPPORTING INFORMATION:

This parcel map is part of aredevelopment project being coordinated by the Centre City
Development Corporation. This parcel map consolidates six existing lots of a2.575 acre site into
1 parcd for future residential development. The project islocated between C St. and Broadway,
14th Street and 15th Street in the Centre City Community Plan area. The parcel map requires
City Council approval because a portion of an unnamed alley is being vacated using the map.
The unnamed alley was granted at no cost to the City of San Diego on Map No. 68, recorded
September 2, 1870. The portion of the aley being vacated is no longer needed for access or
public utilities. There are no new public improvements required in connection with the approval
of thismap. Staff has determined that the project is consistent with all previously approved
permits. This parcel map creates one new parcel in preparation for future development of the
site. There are no park fees required in connection with this parcel map and the Council's
approval of it will not generate an increase in the average daily trips within the neighborhood.
Traffic issues will be considered during the design of the future project.

FISCAL IMPACT:

None.

Loveland/Haase/GRB



NOTE: Thisactivity isexempt from the California Environmental Quality Act pursuant to State
CEQA Guidelines Section 15268(b)(3).

ADOPTION AGENDA, HEARINGS
NOTICED HEARINGS:

ITEM-333: Torrey View Estates.

Matter of approving, conditionally approving, modifying or denying a request for
a Vesting Tentative Map, Rezone, Site Development Permit and Planned
Development Permit to subdivide an existing 11.85 acre residential property into
eight lots of a minimum one acre each for future development of custom single
family homes. The project site is located on the south side of Arroyo Sorrento
Road between Tierra Del Sur and Arroyo Sorrento Place, in the Carmel Valley
Community Plan area. The project proposes to rezone the property from AR-1-1
(Agricultural-Residential minimum 10 acre lots) to AR-1-2 (Agricultural-
Residential minimum 1 acre lots).

(VTM/PDP/SDP/RZ-40-0197. Carmel Valey Community Plan area. District-1.)

CITY MANAGER'SRECOMMENDATION:

Adopt the resolution in subitem A; adopt the resolution in subitem B to grant the map;
adopt the resolution in subitem C to grant the permits; and introduce the ordinancein
subitem D:

Subitem-A:  (R-2002- )

Adoption of a Resolution certifying that the information contained in Revised
Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) LDR No. 40-0197 has been completed in
compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act of 1970 and State
guidelines, and that said Revised MND has been reviewed and considered by the
Council and reflects the independent judgement of the City of San Diego as Lead
Agency; stating for the record that the final Mitigated Negative Declaration has
been reviewed and considered prior to approving the project; and adopting the
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program.

Subitem-B:  (R-2002- )

Adoption of a Resolution granting or denying Tentative Map No. 40-0197, with
appropriate findings to support Council action.



Subitem-C:  (R-2002- )
Adoption of a Resolution granting or denying Planned Development Permit/Site
Development Permit No. 40-0197, with appropriate findings to support Council
action.

Subitem-D:  (O-2002- )

Introduction of an ordinance changing 11.85 acreslocated in the Carmel Valley
Community Plan area, from the AR-1-1 to AR-1-2 zone.

OTHER RECOMMENDATIONS:

Planning Commission on November 15, 2001, voted 5-0-0 to recommend approval of the
project as proposed and conditioned. The Planning Commission also directed staff to
advise the City Council of their concern that the potential public connection from Arroyo
Sorrento Road to the open space south of the project site would be lost with approval of
this project because there is no mechanism for the City to require the applicant to provide
such a connection; was opposition.

Ayes. Stryker, Garcia, Lettieri, Brown, Butler
Not present: Anderson, Schultz

The Carmel Valey Community Planning Board on February 15, 2001, voted 12-0-0 to
submit a letter with their concerns and conditions of approval for the project. The project
was redesigned by the applicant and now satisfies most of the Planning Board' s concerns.
Two issues remain: 1) the Planning Group has requested that pedestrian access be
provided through the Torrey View Estates property to allow neighboring residents to
access the open space areaimmediately south of the project site. The applicant has not
proposed such an access, nor isit arequirement of the City Land Development Code or
the Carmel Valley Community Plan; and 2) the Planning Board requested that no more
than two of the five proposed homes along Arroyo Sorrento Road would have “front
loaded” garages, facing the street. The project as currently designed and conditioned does
not require this, although a maximum 2-car width garage would be allowed along Arroyo
Sorrento Road.

CITY MANAGER SUPPORTING INFORMATION:

BACKGROUND

The Torrey View Estates project proposes to subdivide an existing 11.85 acre residential property
in the Carmel Valey Community Plan areainto eight (8) lots of a minimum one acre each for
future development of 8 custom single-family residences. The project siteislocated at 4049
Arroyo Sorrento Road on the south side of the road between Tierra Del Sur and Arroyo Sorrento
Place. The property is currently zoned AR-1-1 (Agricultural-Residential, minimum 10 acre |ots).



The project proposes to rezone the property to AR-1-2 (Agricultural-Residential, minimum 1
acre lots) to allow the creation of the 8 proposed lots. On May 1, 1996, Hillside Review and
Grading Review Permit No. 94-0277 was issued for the project site to allow development of a
5,000 square-foot, one-story single family home with swimming pool, plus 10,000 square-foot
croquet court and garden area with a 750 square-foot gazebo. Grading has commenced under
that permit, and the project site has aso been used as a construction staging areafor the adjacent
project to the east (Torrey Woods Estates). An existing flood water storage easement and
desiltation basin and access easement have been devel oped on site by the devel oper to the east,
Torrey Pines Home Building Company, and shall be maintained by that developer. Other than
these improvements, the project site is vacant.

As biological resource mitigation for Hillside Review Permit (HR) No. 94-0277, 4.11 acres of
the site were to be dedicated as open space. However, only 3.75 acres were actually dedicated
per the recorded easements. The proposed Torrey View Estates project would amend and
rededicate atotal of 4.11 acresinto open space easement for biological resources mitigation on-
site, asrequired.

Surrounding land uses include the residential development (Torrey Woods Estates) to the east,
multi-family residential units to the south (Loma Sorrento), a single family home with horse
corrals and greenhouse to the west, and vacant land to the north.

The project site contains steep slopes and sensitive habitats. A Site Development Permit is
therefore required for the project in accordance with the Environmentally Sensitive Lands
Regulations. Access to three of the eight proposed lots would be via a gated private driveway off
of Arroyo Sorrento Road. Due to the proposed frontage on the private driveway in lieu of a
public right-of-way, a Planned Development Permit is required for the project.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The proposed Torrey View Estates project includes arequest for a Vesting Tentative Map,
Planned Development Permit, Site Development Permit and a Rezone from AR-1-1to AR-1-2 to
create eight (8) custom home lots of a minimum one acre in size each. The eight proposed lots
rangein size from 1.0 acresto 3.30 acres. Each lot would provide a minimum of four parking
gpaces on site. The proposed project includes Design Guidelines for development of the custom
homes, which would range in size from 2,800 square feet to 6,500 square feet. The lots would be
sold and developed separately, and there are no specific development proposals at thistime.
Design of the custom homes would be in accordance with the Design Guidelines. Conformance
with the Design Guidelines would be determined by staff through a Substantial Conformance
Review process prior to issuance of building permits, as required in the draft Permit. The Design
Guidelines specify architectural characteristics and styles designed to ensure quality devel opment
that is compatible with the surrounding neighborhood and environmentally sensitive. Permitted
architectural stylesinclude French Country, Spanish Colonial, English Country, Italian, and
Tuscan, as presented in the Design Guidelines.

Vehicular access to three of the eight lots (Lots 6-8) would be viaa gated private driveway off of



Arroyo Sorrento Road. The proposed gate isin compliance with Council Policy 600-42 for
controlled access. Accessto Lots 1-5 would be directly from Arroyo Sorrento Road and would
be in conformance with the zone requirements.

Grading is proposed to create the custom home lots, in addition to grading that is already
occurring pursuant to HR 94-0277. Currently, approximately 57% of the site has been disturbed
by grading. An additional 7% of the site would be graded with the proposed project.
Approximately 2,500 cubic yards of cut and 37,000 cubic yards of fill are proposed, with a net
import amount of 34,500 cubic yards. Grading has been designed to minimize the impact to
natural landforms and the custom home sites have been located so as to minimize the
environmental and visual impact of the future homes. As acondition of the permit, the elevation
of the pads along Arroyo Sorrento Road shall not be increased.

The proposed project includes an amendment and rededication to the City’ s open space preserve.
Asacondition of the previous HR No. 94-0277, atotal of 4.11 acres of undisturbed land wasto
have been placed into three dedicated open space easements as mitigation for biological impacts
of the approved single family project. However, only 3.747 acres of the site were actually
dedicated. To correct this situation, the currently proposed project would rededicate the open
Space easements to achieve the total required amount of 4.11 acres.

HOUSING AFFORDABILITY IMPACT: The proposed residential project is not required to
provide an affordable housing component due to its location within a"planned urbanizing" rather
than a"future urbanizing" community. Other issues related to housing affordability such as
demolition of rental housing are not applicable to the vacant property and relatively small
number of market-rate dwelling units proposed.

TRAFFIC IMPACT: The Torrey View Estates project is estimated to generate approximately
80 average daily trips (ADT). Twenty (20) of these trips are estimated to occur on Interstate 5
south of State Route 56, which has an estimated near-term volume of 262,020 ADT. Caltransis
planning to widen Interstate 5 to provide 10 additional lanes south of State Route 56 to be
completed by 2004.

FISCAL IMPACT: None with this action.

Ewell/Christiansen/VLG

LEGAL DESCRIPTION:

The project siteis located on the south side of Arroyo Sorrento Road between Tierra Del Sur and
Arroyo Sorrento Place, in the Carmel Valley Community Plan areaand is more particularly
described as Lot 6 of Sorrento Estates, Map 8735, in the City of San Diego, County of San
Diego.



ADOPTION AGENDA, HEARINGS
NOTICED HEARINGS:

ITEM-334: Amendment to the City of San Diego Non-Disposal Facility Element.

CITY MANAGER'SRECOMMENDATION:

Adopt the following resolution:
(R-2002-668)

Approving the 4" Amendment to the Non-Disposal Facility Element, prepared by
the City of San Diego’s Environmental Services Department, dated May 2001.

CITY MANAGER SUPPORTING INFORMATION:

The preparation of a Non-Disposal Facility Element (NDFE) is required by State Law (Public
Resources Code section 41730 et. seq.). NDFEs are intended to be planning tools for waste
reduction efforts. They play no regulatory role to protect public health or safety, nor are they
componentsin local land use decisions. The proposed amendment would increase the
effectiveness of the City of San Diego's NDFE as a planning document for waste reduction by
streamlining the permit process for facilities that divert waste generated in the City from
disposal. The City's original NDFE was prepared and approved in 1994. Amendments to the
NDFE must go through a process that includes consideration by San Diego Association of
Governments (SANDAG), serving asthe Local Task Force (LTF) advising local governmentsin
San Diego County on compliance with the Integrated Waste Management Act (Public Resource
Code Sections 40000 to 41904). SANDAG provides comments to the City Council. Following
Council approval, NDFE amendments are docketed at a California Integrated Waste
Management Board (CIWMB) hearing in Sacramento, unless the amendment is for afacility
diverting less than five percent of its throughput to beneficial use. Amendmentsto the City's
NDFE have been made three times because the CIWMB has required a separate NDFE
amendment to process solid waste or composting permits for new or modified facilities. This
requirement to amend the NDFE has delayed important waste diversion projects. Thisfourth
amendment of the NDFE isintended to streamline the permitting process for facilities diverting
waste from disposal. By broadly defining existing and proposed facilities, the City would in
many cases exempt facilities that divert waste from the formal NDFE amendment requirements.
For example, expansion of a composting or recycling facility to process additional tonnages,
expand acreage, or include new materialsin its process would not require an amendment to this
document. The expansion would, however, have to go through normal land use and Local
Enforcement Agency review and permitting. The LTF has reviewed this fourth amendment of
the NDFE and in aletter to the City Manager recommends approval.

FISCAL IMPACT:

None. Animpact occurred when the original requirement to prepare the NDFE was approved by



the State legidlature in 1992. Thisrequirement is now part of the budgeted work product of the
Environmental Services Department. The proposed amendment would reduce the number of
times this document would need to be reviewed by City Council, and so would reduce City costs.

Loveland/Hays/LFW

ADOPTION AGENDA, HEARINGS
NOTICED HEARINGS:

ITEM-335: Supplemental Multifamily Housing Revenue Bonds to Compl ete Construction of
Hollywood Palms A partments.

(See San Diego Housing Commission Report HCR01-138. City Heights
Community Area. District-3.)

SAN DIEGO HOUSING COMMISSION'SRECOMMENDATION:

Adopt the following resolution:
(R-2002-869)

Approving the issuance of not to exceed $1,500,000 Multifamily Housing
Revenue Bonds by the Housing Authority of the City of San Diego for the
Hollywood Palms A partments pursuant to Section 147(f) of the Internal Revenue
Code of 1986.

NOTE: Seethe Housing Authority Agenda of January 15, 2002 for a companion
item.

ADOPTION AGENDA, HEARINGS
NOTICED HEARINGS:

ITEM-336: Two actionsrelated to Issuance of Multifamily Revenue Bonds for Two Projects
Within New Planning Sub-Areas of the North City.

(See Housing Authority Report HAR02-001. Pacific Highlands Ranch (Subarea
[11) and Torrey Highlands (Subarea V) Community Areas. District-1.)

SAN DIEGO HOUSING COMMISSION'SRECOMMENDATION:

Adopt the following resolutions:



Subitem-A:  (R-2002-867)

Approving the issuance of not to exceed $2,300,000 of Multifamily Housing
Revenue Bonds by the Housing Authority of the City of San Diego for the Villa
Glen Apartments, pursuant to Section 147(f) of the Internal Revenue Code of
1986.

Subitem-B: (R-2002-868)
Approving the issuance of not to exceed $2,500,000 of Multifamily Housing
Revenue Bonds by the Housing Authority of the City of San Diego for the Villa
Andalucia Apartments, pursuant to Section 147(f) of the Internal Revenue Code
of 1986.

NOTE: Seethe Housing Authority Agenda of January 15, 2002 for a companion item.

ADOPTION AGENDA, HEARINGS
SPECIAL HEARINGS:

ITEM-337: Use of Low-Income Housing Capital Outlay Funds for Site Repairs.
(See San Diego Housing Commission Report HCR01-137. District-2.)

SAN DIEGO HOUSING COMMISSION'SRECOMMENDATION:

Adopt the following resolution:
(R-2002-883)
Approving the use of Low-Income Housing Capital Outlay Funds in the amount
of $48,549 for the repair and replacement of stairways and landings at the family
housing devel opment located at 3222 Camulos Street, as more particularly
described in Housing Commission Report No. HCR01-137.

NOTE: SeetheHousing Authority Agenda of January 15, 2002 for a companion item.

NON-DOCKET ITEMS




ADJOURNMENT IN HONOR OF APPROPRIATE PARTIES

ADJOURNMENT




